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COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

AT RI CHVOND, June 28, 2002

COVWONVEALTH OF VIRA NI A, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATI ON COMM SSI ON

CASE NO. PUC-2001-00226
Ex Parte: Establishnment of a

Per f or mance Assurance Pl an
for Verizon Virginia |Inc.

FI FTH PRELI M NARY CRDER

On April 17, 2002, the State Corporation Comm ssion
("Commi ssion”) issued a Fourth Prelimnary Order granting al
parties leave to file coments and/or requests for hearing on
the Verizon Virginia Inc. ("Verizon Virginia") Performance
Assurance Plan ("VA PAP") filed April 9, 2002. The parties were
al so requested to address the effective date of the VA PAP.

Verizon Virginia indicated in its comrents! that it would
not oppose the VA PAP becom ng effective on the first day of the
first calendar nonth after the Federal Communications Conmm ssion
approves Verizon Virginia s application to enter the |ong

di stance market in Virginia.

! Comments filed April 26, 2002, and Reply Conments filed May 8, 2002.

Effective April 9, 2002, the new Case Managenent Systemrequires
that the case nunber format for all Comm ssion orders change
from e.g., PUE010663 to the follow ng: PUE-2001-00663.
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On June 28, 2002, Verizon Virginia filed a letter dated
June 27, 2002, which anmends its conments to no | onger oppose
this Comm ssion setting a specific effective date for the VA
PAP. Verizon Virginia now indicates by this amendnent to its
coments that it is willing to accept the VA PAP becom ng
effective on Cctober 1, 2002.

The Conmi ssion now finds that all parties should have an
opportunity to file additional comments no |ater than July 10,
2002, on the VA PAP becom ng effective Cctober 1, 2002.

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT:

(1) Al parties are granted |leave to file additional
comments as noted above on or before July 10, 2002.

(2) This case is now continued.



